VEMORANDUM

To: Bill Maxwell, U S. Environnental Protection Agency,
QAQPS (MD-13)

FROM Mary Lal l ey, ERG RTP

DATE: January 30, 1997

SUBJECT: Final Summary of January 7, 1997 Meeting of the I CCR
Process Heater Wrk G oup

1.0 PURPCSE

The purpose of the neeting was to allow neeting attendees to
di scuss various activities of the I CCR Process Heater Wrk G oup.
Topi cs of discussion included information collection efforts, the
definition of process heater, industries represented on the work
group, stakehol der co-chairs and future neetings.

2.0 LOCATI ON AND DATE
The neeting was held on January 7, 1996 at the Chem cal
Manuf act urers Associ ation’s headquarters in Arlington, VA

3.0 MEETI NG ATTENDEES

Meeting attendees include representatives of the QAQPS
Em ssion Standards Division, trade associations, and state
agencies. A conplete list of attendees (with their affiliation)
is included as attachnent 1.

4.0 SUMMVARY OF DI SCUSSI ON
4.1 Voluntary Information Collection Efforts

4.1.1 Anerican PetroleumlInstitute

A representative of the American PetroleumlInstitute (API)
provi ded that the APl survey is currently being reviewed
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internally and is scheduled to be ready for distribution by the
end of January. The APl representative added that they are
reluctant to continue information collection efforts since
| earning that the EPA is devel opi ng a dat abase of conbustion
sources. The APl representative expressed the concerns that
their survey may request information that is already available in
t he EPA database and that it nay create an unnecessary burden for
respondents. An EPA representative stated that enough data are
m ssing fromthe database that collection efforts will not be
duplicative and that the data were not obtained through recent
requests. The APl representative stated that responding to
information requests requires nore than a mninmal effort by
respondents even if the information has been provi ded previously.
The API representative stated that APl intends to review the
exi sting | CCR dat abase before distributing surveys. An EPA
representative expressed the concern that voluntary collection
efforts will be continually del ayed and suggested that APl not
wait for the second version of the database before sendi ng out
surveys. The APl representative agreed with this suggestion. The
EPA representative provided that it may be possible to print
reports fromthe database in the survey format with the data that
are in the database filled in. The APl representative agreed to
try this approach.

Anot her APl representative added that, although they are
pl anni ng on sendi ng out a single survey, they support a two-
ti ered approach.

In response to an EPA representative’s question, an API
representative stated that submtting data electronically to EPA
by the end of July is a reasonabl e goal.

4.1.2 Pulp and Paper |ndustry

8198\34\09\pho7jarl.wpf 2



A representative of the pulp and paper industry provided
that a database of conbustion units and em ssion factors has been
devel oped by the National Council for Air and Stream | nprovenent
(NCASI) for the forest products industry. The pul p and paper
i ndustry representative added that results of an industry survey
of process heaters subject to devel opi ng MACT standards has been
provided to EPA. The representative also stated that the pulp
and paper industry is enbarking on a two year-1ong HAP testing
program for a nunber of sources and the results will be given to
EPA. The representative later stated that representatives of the
pul p and paper industry involved in various | CCR work groups w |
devel op a plan for additional information collection required and
that narrowing the definition of | CCR process heaters will assi st
in conducting information gathering.

4.1.3 Chenical Mnufacturers Association

A representative of the Chem cal Mnufacturers Association
(CvA) stated that CMA has devel oped a three-phased approach for
data collection which includes a prelimnary survey and a nore
targeted, detailed survey. The prelimnary approach is currently
being reviewed by CMA.  The prelimnary approach, schedul e and
phase | survey are included as attachnent 2.

4.1.4 National Petroleum Refiners Associ ation

A representative of the National Petrol eum Refiners
Associ ation (NPRA) provided that NPRA will be using the survey
devel oped by APl to survey NPRA nenbers.
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4.1.5 Al uni num Manuf acturers

A representative of alum num manufacturers stated that he
will request information for indirect-fired process heaters at
al um num manuf acturing facilities.

4.1.6 Mndatory Data Collection
An industry representative asked if, considering the

voluntary collection efforts, EPA wl|l be perform ng information
collection for the ICCR  The industry representative estinmated
that 98 percent of refineries would be covered through the
efforts of APl and NPRA. An EPA representative responded that
EPA will not |ikely send questionnaires to facilities that
participated in voluntary surveys. Another EPA representative
poi nted out that conpanies other than those represented on the
wor k group own and operate process heaters.

Several industry representatives expressed concern over the
quality of data that woul d be obtained through a mandatory
guestionnaire. An industry representative suggested that the
mandatory information collection effort could be nade nore
effective by preceding the detailed questionnaire with an
abbrevi ated questionnaire designed to identify facilities with
| CCR conbustion devices. One industry representative stated that
one survey can not be used for all industries because each
industry has it’s own “l anguage”.

4.1.7 Coordination of Voluntary Data Collection Efforts
An EPA representative stated that EPA will accommodate

voluntary data collection efforts that provide data of the sane
quality and in the sane tine frane as an EPA-sponsored coll ection
and that allow for periodic checkpoints for EPA review. In
response to an industry representative’s question regarding
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voluntary survey responses that are not conpletely filled in, an
EPA representative stated that these responses will not |ikely be
rej ected and expl ained that m ssing data may be obtai ned t hrough
followup with the facility or interpolation

An EPA representative suggested that trade associ ations seek
EPA approval for voluntary information collection plans, either
directly or through the work group, and request a guarantee from
EPA that the data gathered will be accepted by EPA. Several
nmeeting attendees expressed support for approving the information
collection plans as a group before presenting themto EPA
Several industry representatives stated that it is necessary to
establish consi stency between the trade associ ati on surveys. An
i ndustry representative suggested the formati on of a subgroup to
review the existing trade association surveys to determne if
they are consistent with each other and with EPA's criteria. An
EPA representative expressed the concern that review of the
information collection plans by a subgroup will negatively inpact
the information coll ection schedul es.

An industry representative suggested expressing support to
the Coordinating Conmttee for the coordination of information
collection efforts between work groups. An EPA representative
clarified that the work group is supporting the coordination
effort to ensure that facilities do not receive nmultiple surveys
and that any survey used to gather information for several
equi pnent types is acceptable to all associated work groups.

4.1.8 Recommendations to be Made to the Coordinating Committee
Regardi ng I nformation Collection
The group agreed to recomrend to the Coordinating Committee

that they recommend that EPA not survey process heaters that wll
be surveyed through voluntary information collection efforts.
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The work group al so agreed to express support for
coordination of information collection efforts between the | CCR
wor k groups.

4.1.9 Information Collection Action Itens

The Information Collection subgroup, chaired by John (gl e,
will review the voluntary information collection plans to ensure
that they neet EPA's criteria for the type of data coll ected,
data quality, schedule of collection, and sanpling nethodol ogy
and that they allow for periodic EPA review. Subgroup nenbers
i nclude Lawrence Owell, Roy Carwile, Bob Mirris and Susan
Bl evi ns.

4.2 |1 CCR Dat abase
4.2.1 Amount and Types of Data Avail able
In response to an APl representative’'s conment that data

col l ected through voluntary efforts may duplicate information
already in the | CCR dat abase, an EPA representative expl ai ned
that while the database contains a | arge nunber of conbustion
sources, approximately 80,000, the anmount of data avail able for
each conmbustion source is limted. Another EPA representative
stated that, because the database is nade up of data supplied by
States to the AIRS and OTAG dat abases and many States do not
include units below a certain size cutoff, the database does not
represent small units well. An EPA representative added that
i nformati on obtai ned fromthe OTAG dat abase has been through a
qual ity assurance check, while the |level of quality assurance
performed on AIRS data is dependent on the submtting State.

In response to questions regarding the types of data
i ncluded in the database, EPA representatives expl ai ned that
facilities will be identified by Standard | ndustri al

8198\34\09\pho7jarl.wpf 6



Classification (SIC) code and address and that equipnment wll be
identified by Source C assification Code (SCC). An EPA
representative provided that the database software being used
will allow for searches on any field in the database and that it
is possible to determ ne the original source of each entry.

An EPA representative stated that the database will contain
inventory and em ssion test data and that currently, efforts are
focused on entering em ssion test data for hazardous air
pollutants. Another EPA representative explained that the source
of em ssion test data is the STIRS database which contains over
400 test reports fromapproximately 15 States. An industry
representative asked a question regardi ng whet her the database
will include test nethods used and | evels of detection. Such
information will be included in the database and additi onal
details can be obtained fromthe original test reports. An EPA
representative stated that it will be up to the work group to
determ ne which data are acceptabl e.

In response to an industry representative’'s question, an EPA
representative expl ained that equipnent in the | CCR database are
identified as process heaters based on the SCC assigned and t hat
it my be necessary to review the SCCs assigned to ensure that
the equi pment identified as process heaters neet the definition
used for the I CCR

4.2.2 1CCR Dat abase and Voluntary Information Collection
One industry representative expressed the concern that it

may be difficult to conmbine data collected voluntarily into the
dat abase. An EPA representative stated that the | CCR database is
based on the I CCR Information Collection Request (ICR)
guestionnaire and the APl questionnaire is very simlar to the

| CR questionnaire.
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4.2.3 Availability of Database
The EPA representative stated that the structure of the

dat abase is currently available and the first version of the
popul at ed dat abase is due to be made avail able by the end of
January. The first version will include AIRS and OTAG data and
possi bly data froma few State databases. The second version of
t he database will include data obtained from approxi mately 23

i ndi vi dual State databases and an incinerator database and is
expected to be conpleted by the end of March. The EPA
representative explained that the database will be continually
updat ed t hroughout the | CCR process, potentially with data from
vol untary surveys.

4.3 |1 CCR Process Heater Definition
4.3.1 1CCR Process Heater Definition and Information Coll ection
Several neeting attendees suggested |imting the types of

process heaters that will be covered by the | CCR before surveys
are sent out. An EPA representative agreed that it is desirable
to focus information collection efforts on heaters that wll be
regul ated. The EPA representative cautioned the group that EPA
wll be reluctant to state that certain types of process heaters
w Il not be subject to the ICCR unless they are being covered by
anot her standard. The EPA representative suggested that the
group recomend deferring action on certain types of process
heaters while focusing on others. The EPA representative added
that this is the approach agreed to by an environnental group
representative at a previous neeting.

Meeting attendees di scussed the description of process
heaters that will definitely be covered by the ICCR that was
agreed to at the Novenber 7, 1996 Process Heater Wrk G oup
nmeeting and referred to the neeting mnutes for the description.
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An excerpt fromthe Novenber 7 neeting m nutes that include that
description is included as attachnment 3. The opinions of neeting
attendees differed regardi ng whether this description was to be
used to limt process heaters for which information will be
collected. Several neeting attendees stated that it was their
under st andi ng that process heaters in addition to those matching
the description would be considered for inclusion in the | CCR
process heater definition. Sonme neeting attendees expressed that
t hey understood that information will not be collected for
process heaters that do not match the description but that these
heaters will be reviewed to determne if they will be covered by
anot her rul emaki ng.

An industry representative asked if EPA will use the sane
definition of process heater devel oped by the work group for any
EPA- sponsored information collection. An EPA representative
suggested that, if the group agrees that EPA should use the sane
definition, a recommendation to that effect should be nade to the
Coordi nating Comm ttee.

An industry representative suggested that the definition
created at the Novenber 7, 1996 Process Heater Wrk G oup neeting
be used by both the EPA and the work group to limt information
collection efforts. A representative of State agencies asked if
the group was still considering section 111, 112, and 129
regul ations as wwthin the scope of the | CCR An EPA
representative explained it is not likely that the group will be
able to address all of the regulations that could be covered by
the ICCR and that it may be necessary to collect additional
informati on before the group can determ ne the types of
regul ati ons on which to focus.
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4.3.2 Indirect-Fired and Direct-Fired Heaters
An industry representative stated that in devel oping a

standard for direct-fired heaters the focus would be the process
bei ng heated and it would be necessary to identify specific

i nformati on about a wi de variety of processes. The industry
representative gave the exanple of a natural gas-fired oven used
to dry finish applied to wood products. Em ssions fromthe oven
are related nore to the finish than the natural gas. The

i ndustry representative continued that if the scope is limted to
indirect-fired heaters, the focus would be the fuel fired and the
variability of heaters involved woul d be greatly reduced.

An industry representative clarified that direct-fired
heaters have two sources of em ssions, the fuel fired and the
process heated, and that the em ssions are conbi ned. Anot her
industry representative clarified that indirect-fired heaters
create em ssions associated with the fuel fired but do not create
process-rel at ed em ssi ons.

An industry representative expressed the concern that the
current work group does not adequately represent heater owners
and operators if direct-fired heaters are to be covered by the
| CCR

4.3.3 “Qther” Process Heaters
Meeting attendees recall ed the approach proposed for process
heaters that do not match the description created at the Novenber

7 Process Heater Wirk Goup neeting which included determ ning
whet her or not a heater was or will be covered by anot her MACT
standard and maki ng EPA aware of any process heaters that are not
and will not be covered. An EPA representative stated that an
envi ronmental group representative agreed to this approach at a
previ ous neeti ng.
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Meeting attendees discussed the format of the output the
group will produce to docunent their analysis of “other” process
heaters. Industry representatives suggested that each trade
association review a |list of heaters categorized by SCC for their
i ndustry and indicate those that nmatch the proposed definition,
and for those that do not, indicate the result of analyzing the
heater using a decision flow diagram such as that discussed at
t he Novenber 7 neeting. This diagramincludes a question on
whet her the heater is being or could be covered by a MACT
standard for the process industry instead of under the ICCR One
industry representative suggested that it is not necessary to
perform detail ed anal yses on these process heaters.

An industry representative stated that if it is determ ned
that it is appropriate for a heater to be covered by the ICCR it
can be added to the I CCR scope. Another industry representative
asked how process heaters that nmeet the proposed description but
are already covered by a MACT standard w Il be addressed. An
i ndustry representative suggested that such heaters wll be
identified and addressed later in the regul atory devel opnment
process.

4.3.4 Recommendations to be Made to the Coordinating Conmttee
Regarding the I CCR Process Heater Definition
The group agreed to nake the foll ow ng recommendations to

the Coordinating Conmttee regarding the | CCR process heater
definition:

1. Reconmmend to EPA that the group proceed with
information collection efforts for process heaters
whi ch match the definition agreed upon at the
Novenber 7 Process Heater Wrk G oup neeting

2. Recommend to EPA that any EPA-sponsored information
collection for process heaters focus on process heaters
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whi ch match the definition agreed upon by the work
group at the Novenber 7 neeting.

3. The Process Heater Work Group will review a
conprehensive |list of process heaters that do not match
t he proposed | CCR process heater definition and
docunent the reasons for not focusing on these heaters.

4.3.5 Action Itens Regarding the I CCR Process Heater Definition
Trade associations will review the |list of process heaters

and determ ne which neet the | CCR process heater definition and
docunent the results of analyzing heaters that do not neet the
definition using the decision flow diagram (to be updated by Lee
G lner).

The list of I CCR equi pnmrent with SCCs and descri ptions, which
i ncl udes process heaters, will be posted on the TTN.

4.4 De Mnims Level
4.4.1 De Mninms Level D scussion

An industry representative provided that other work groups
have di scussed setting a de mnims |evel, based on em ssions or
size, for equipnent to be addressed by the | CCR and suggested the
group discuss this option. One industry representative suggested
a de mnims |level of 10 MvBtu/ hr, which is the size cut-off
established for 40 CFR subpart Dc (an NSPS). Another industry
representative suggested a de mnims of 5 MVMBtu/hr. An EPA
representative explained the rationale for the subpart Dc cut-off
and stated that the cut-off is not necessarily applicable to I CCR
process heaters.

An EPA representative stated that if a de mnims level is
proposed, the group nust provide a basis for it. An industry
representative provided that data conpiled by the Departnent of
Energy on industrial fuel consunption could be used in
conjunction with em ssion factors to show where efforts should be

8198\34\09\pho7jarl.wpf 1 2



focused. Another industry representative stated that this
information can be used if indirect-fired process heaters are
determned to be the focus of the ICCR One industry
representative suggested it may be possible to used information
in journals to determne the distribution of process heaters by
size. Meeting attendees agreed to forma subgroup to develop a
supportable de mnims |evel.

4.4.2 Action Iltem Regarding De Mninis Level

The “de mnims” subgroup, chaired by Jim Seebold, wll
develop a rationale for a lower |evel cut-off for process heaters
to be included in surveys. Subgroup nenbers include Norbert Dee,
John Bl oonmer, Chuck Feerick, Karluss Thomas and Bill Maxwell.

4.5 |1ndustry Representation on Wirk Group

4.5.1 Concerns Regardi ng Representation

An industry representative suggested soliciting
participation of industries that are not currently represented on
the work group. Several neeting attendees stated that the |ICCR
has been wel | -publicized and industries were given many
opportunities to participate or be represented by a participating
trade organization. An industry representative stated that the
i ndustries that are not represented include food and
agricultural, secondary netals processing, non-netallic mnerals
processi ng and pharnmaceuticals. Another industry representative
stated that he has been inform ng nenbers of the precious netals
processi ng industry of | CCR devel opnments. An EPA representative
stated that the Al um num Conpany of Anmerica (ALCOA) and the
phar maceutical industry are represented on other work groups. A
CVA representative added that one pharnmaceutical conpany is
represented by CMA. The EPA representative suggested that the
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Boiler Work Group may need to be nade aware of the food and
agriculture industry. An industry representative stated that
feed dryers are an exanple of process heaters used by the food
and agriculture industry.

Several neeting attendees suggested that nandatory
gquestionnaires should be sent to nenbers of industries that are
not represented.

One industry representative expressed a concern that the
dat a obt ai ned t hrough nmandatory questionnaires nmay be of poor
quality and suggested that it may be in the group’s interest to
i nvol ve additional industries in voluntary collection efforts.
Anot her industry representative stated that the Testing and
Monitoring Protocol Work Group will be able to provide assistance
Wi th poor data. An industry representative suggested that it
woul d be difficult for a trade association to neet EPA's tine
line for data collection if they are not already involved in the
|CCR. One industry representative asked if it is EPA's or the
work group’s responsibility to involve all affected industries.
An EPA representative replied that, while EPA has overal
responsibility, the work group may solicit the participation of
ot her industries.

An EPA representative urged neeting attendees who are
interested in becom ng work group nenbers to submt nom nation
formns.

4.5.2 Action Itens Regardi ng Representation

Lawrence Owell will contact representatives of industry
groups that are not currently participating in the |ICCR and Roy
Carwile will contact representatives of the National M ning
Congress so that they can be involved in voluntary information
collection efforts.
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4.6 Stakehol der Co-chairs
An EPA representative stated that the Coordinating Conmttee

is finalizing guidance regarding the responsibilities of the
st akehol der co-chair and described these responsibilities. An
i ndustry representative added that stakehol der co-chair terns are
to last for at |east one year.

John Qgl e was sel ected as the stakehol der co-chair. He wll
report to the Coordinating Conmmttee for the work group. Lee
G I nmer was selected as the stakehol der co-chair alternate. He
W Il co-chair Process Heater Wrk G oup neetings and have the
authority to raise unresol ved issues to the Coordinating
Comm ttee.

4.7 Next Meetings
The foll ow ng neetings are schedul ed to take place:

. February 11 in Houston. The neting wll begin at
10: 00 am and will be coordinated by Lee G| ner.

. March 18 in Chicago at the Intercontinental Hotel. The
meeting wll be coordinated by Chuck Feerick.

. April 22 in Research Triangle Park. The nmeeting wll
be coordinated by Bill Maxwell.

These minutesrepresent an accurate description of matters discussed and conclusions
reached and include a copy of all reportsreceived, issued, or approved at the January 7,
1997, meeting of the Process Heater Work Group. Bill Maxwell, EPA.
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Attachment 1
VEETI NG ATTENDEES

Susan Blevins, Ofice of Air Quality, Texas Natural Resource
Conservati on Conmm ssion ( TNRCC)

John Bl ooner, Selas Corporation of Anmerica

Roy Carwi | e, Al um num Conpany of Anmerica

M chael C owers, Anerada Hess Corporation

Nor bert Dee, National Petroleum Refiners Association

Chuck Feerick, Exxon Conpany, USA

Bruno Ferraro, G ove Scientific Conpany

Kl ane Forsgren, Sinclair GOl

Lee G I ner, Texaco, Inc.

G eg Johnson, Shell QI Conpany

Mary Lall ey, Eastern Research G oup

Arthur Lee, Texaco, Inc.

Bill Maxwell, EPA, Ofice of Alr Quality Planning and Standards
Robert Mrris, The Coastal Corporation

John gl e, Dow Chem cal Conpany

Lawrence Owel |, Georgia-Pacific Corporation

Fred Porter, EPA, Ofice of Air Quality Planning and Standards
Ji m Seebol d, Chevron Research and Technol ogy Conpany

Karl uss Thomas, Chem cal Manufacturers Associ ation
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Attachnment 2
CMA's Draft Sanpling Plan, Schedul e and Phase | Questionnaire
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CMA ICCR Information Collection Survey
Draft Sampling Plan

Phasel

1. Determine CMA combustion sourcesin SIC 28 and relative portion of SIC 28 sources.
- Potentialy start with EPA database

2. Name, address, source control status, firing fuel, test data, capacity, attainment, non-attainment, etc.
- N. Morrow will draft form by 1/6

Phasell

1. Useunified form.

2. Select who form goesto, and for what type of equipment

Selection Criteria
- Statistically Valid Sample

Attainment / Non-Attainment

1

1

Facility Size

1

Geographical (e.g., EPA regions)

1

Number of Combustion Units/ Number of Employees

1

Fuel Type (e.g., solid, liquid, gas)
Phaselll

1. Solicit Bids

2. Contractor Selection

3. Distribution of Survey

4. Survey Workshop for CMA Membership
5. Compile Aggregated Results

6. Submit to EPA with Key to Data Sources

7. DataAnalysis and Future Advocacy
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CMA ICCR Information Collection Survey
Draft Schedule

Activity Tentative Timing
Phase|
Prepare Initial Survey Form 1/06/97
Finalize Preliminary Survey Form 1/13/97
Distribute Initia Survey 1/30/97
Return Initial Survey 2/28/97
Compiles Initial Survey 3/15/97
Phasell
Solicits Bids (if needed) 2/15/97
Select Contractor 2/28/97
Select Recipients 3/30/97
—Using EPA database and CMA initia survey
Phaselll

Distribute Survey 3/30/97
Workshop 4/15/97
Survey Return 5/30/97
Compile 6/30/97

Submit to EPA 7/30/97
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DRAFT

| CCR Rulemaking
CMA Combustor Survey - Phasel
Instructions

General:

This survey coversal stationary combustion devices at company facilities, except those
which exclusively provide steam for building heat or which are used for cooking or other
kitchen services. All other stationary combustion devices should be included in this
survey, including emergency power generators for buildings, pollution control devices
(e.g. flares, fume incinerators) and combustion devices associated with laboratory, pilot
plant and other adjunct operations at the facility.

For the purposes of this survey each combustion device will be treated as a unit, including
any auxiliary firing used for supplemental waste heat recovery or pollution control. For
example, agas turbine with an auxiliary duct burner is considered one device for this
survey.

If you consider any of thisinformation to be confidential, mark theitem
"confidential” and do not include the specific information in your response. CMA
or other third party will follow-up and code the response anonymousdly if the data is
needed.

Fill out electronically, if possible.

Page 1.

Fill out this sheet for each company facility that has combustion devices as detailed above.

Page 2:

Fill out one sheet for each combustion device or group of identical combustion devices at
each facility. ldentical, for the purposes of this survey, means dl of the questions on page
two have the same answer, without using a range to answer any of the questions.

Use added pages or continue on the back side of page 2, if necessary to complete any of
the questions.
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DRAFT

Question 1C - If possible, provide afour digit SIC code for the process with which the
combustion device is associated. For shared equipment, use the predominant SIC code for
the processes that the combustion device supports.

Question 6 - Provide the design firing rate for the primary combustion part of the device
(e.g. gas, turbine, process heater), including all materials fired. Providein BTU/hr, if
possible. This rate should be based on the annua design maximum and not represent the
maximum achievable by overfiring for short times, such asafew hours. If the device has
auxiliary firing for waste heat recovery or pollution control (afterburnering) or other
auxiliary functions, provide that rate separately. If the device combusts wastes in addition
to other fuelsinclude the heat provided by the waste in the primary or auxiliary value as

appropriate.

Question 7 - Indicate if combustion device is equipped with pollution control techniques.
This includes add-on control equipment, as well as combustion modification techniques,
such aslow No, burners, water/steam injection.

Question 8 - Indicate if stack test datais available. For criteria pollutants such test data
should be by EPA approved methods. For HAPs or other pollutants, indicate the
availability of test data by any method.

Question 9 - Identify all materials combusted in the device. For each indicate whether it
isagas, liquid or solid as fed to the device. Also, indicate if the materia isawaste. For
purposes of this survey, awaste is any material that would be a solid waste under RCRA
or which you consider to be awaste.

Please distinguish fossil fuels from mixed plant fuel streams (e.g. natural gas from plant
gas mixtures). Please use generic names, not facility specific names (e.g. "process offgas’
not "T-1 overhead gas’, "liquid byproduct” not "light ends from XY Z process").

Specify as the primary fuel the materia that over ayear provides the mgority of the heat
input. Specify as secondary fuels any other material combusted in the device (e.g. wastes,
process offgas, process byproduct liquids). If the device has dternate primary fuels (e.g.
natural gas or fuel oil) indicate that on the primary fuel line. Do not indicate as alternates
fuels which are fired smultaneoudly.

Continue the table as necessary to include al materials combusted.
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DRAFT

| CCR Rulemaking
CMA Combustor Survey - Phasel

Page 1 - Fill out one for each company facility (i.e. site)

1 General Facility Information

Company Name:

Facility Name:

Street Address;

Mailing Address (if
different)

Contact Name:

Contact Phone:

Contact Fax:

2. Number of Employees at Facility:

3. Facility isin Non-Attainment Areafor: (Circleall that apply)

Ozone PM10 CcO SO NO,

X
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DRAFT

Page 2 - Fill out this page for each combustion device or group of identical devices.

1. Facility Name:

2. Number of identical devices:
(2 unit assumed if blank)

3. SIC Code applicable to device:
(2869 assumed, if blank)

4. Combustion Devicetype: (Circle one)

Boiler  Process Heater Incinerator Gas Turbine Engine Flare
Is device a pollution control device? Yes No
Is device an emergency backup? Yes No

5. Primary Purpose of Device: (Circle one)

Produce Steam or Hot Water  Provide Process Heat, except by Combust Waste
producing steam or hot water

Drive Electricity Generator Drive Process Other (Explain)
Equipment
6. Combustion Device design firing rate: BTU/hr
Design Firing Rate of Auxiliary (Waste BTU/hr

Heat) System, if any:

7. IsCombustion Device No Yes,
equipped with pollution for what pollutants?
controls?
(Circle one)

8. Isstack test dataavailable No  Yes,
for this device? for what pollutants?
(Circle One)

9. List al fuelsand materials combusted, indicate if material isgas, liquid or solidand if it isa
waste:

Primary:
Other:
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DRAFT

Attachnment 3
Excerpt From Novenber 7, 1996 Process Heater Wrk G oup
Meeting M nutes

Process Heater Description

“Process Heater” neans an encl osed device using controlled
flame and the unit’s primary purpose is to transfer heat a)
to a process fluid, or b) to a process material that is not
a fluid, or c) to a heat transfer material, instead of
generating steam and for use in the process unit.

The group agreed that process heaters which neet the
definition provided by the small group and from which
pollutants are due solely to the conmbustion of fuel and/or
waste will be covered by the ICCR A di agram approved by
the group to represent process heaters covered by the I CCR
is provided in figure 1.
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Figure 1. Process Heater Subset Covered by the |ICCR
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